deeply rooted that the abuses of " franking " persisted u time of the complete abolition of the privilege in 184 penny postage became the law of the land.   Thus in 1802 we find a distinguished diplomatist, Sir George commiserating his sister on the scarcity of noblemen which implied " a dearth ul frank-men to fly to."
The effort to curb the abuses of that hateful class forms the best feature of Pitt's Budget of 1784, In other it is not remarkable. The new imposts have none of tr attending his Commutation Act for the repression of sn What is surprising is that he did not try the exper increasing the House Duty, an impost which fell mai: the rich, was easy to collect, and could be made very r« tive.1 It was actually tried by North in 1778, apparently it had borne good results in Holland." Thus, the m was at hand, and only needed to be more strenuously I have failed to find in the Pitt Papers the reason statesman did not try this expedient; still less why he the niggling and irritating little taxes named above. I atetl the yield of the duties on bricks, paper, and coaches at no more than Xi*SC),uxj, ,(,"i<S,uoo, and ^I.»,DCK ively. Further, the tax on candles, though only of one li the pound, was certainly burdensome to the poor. On t it is not surprising that a rhymester thus set forth the < of John Null:
One woultl think there's not room one new impost to pu From the crown of the head to the sola of the foot. Like Job, thus John Bull his condition deplores, Very patient, indeed, and all covered with y
Other persons of a quasi'scientific turn sought comfu reflection that taxation ought, like the air, to press o dividual at all points in order not to be felt.
In truth, Pitt's financial genius matured slowly. Pt thought the situation too serious to admit of doubtft ments. Certainly he went step by step, as is seen by to his next Budiret Its most significant feature wa. l"^f>, hr- ij»r,*k questitw «i turning «»tt th.it «f nt»ml»rr-* its Ihr H«»u">r.
